Message

From: Xu, Jin@ARB [jin.xu@arb.ca.gov]

Sent: 8/29/2019 9:02:40 PM

To: Stauffer, Panah [Stauffer.Panah@epa.gov]; Kwong, Jenette @ARB [jenette.kwong@arb.ca.gov]; Densberger,
Matthew @ARB [Matthew.Densberger@arb.ca.gov]

CC: Smith, Noah [SMITH.NOAH@EPA.GOV]

Subject: RE: EEP requirement

Hi Panah,

fam available for a call before 4:00 pm today and tomorrow afternoon. Thanks,
iin

From: Stauffer, Panah <Stauffer.Panah@epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, August 29, 2019 1:45 PM

To: Xu, Jin@ARB <jin.xu@arb.ca.gov>; Kwong, Jenette@ARB <jenette.kwong@arb.ca.gov>; Densberger, Matthew@ARB
<Matthew.Densberger@arb.ca.gov>

Cc: Smith, Noah <SMITH.NOAH@EPA.GOV>

Subject: FW: EEP requirement

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Jin, Jenette, and Matthew,

I had a few conversations with Gary in SLO this week. I'd like to chat with you about that, if possible. I'm in today and
tomorrow, but this can also wait since they are aiming for their November board meeting. Gary sent me the note below
saying he’s making some revisions to the plan, so we could also wait for that.

I think the Amador plan will be a helpful example for SLO, and the Bay Area plan
(hitps/ S wwRarh.cagov/drdb/badcurhiml/res -4 ndf) may be, too.

I mentioned to Gary that the Amador plan (and others) list the top 5 VOC and NOX sources and provide an emissions
inventory by sector. The {aiest varsion of the SLO plan lists the 3 largest NOX sources. Gary told me verbally about the
NOX breakdown by source category. | told him that would be helpful to include in the plan, so that might be a revision
he's referring to.

Some questions have come up about the largest NOX source, which is a refinery. | noticed that the same company has a
refinery in the Bay Area. The Bay Area plan requires facilities over 100 tons/yr to have industrial abatement plans and
also has provisions for curtailing operations at facilities outside of that category starting at the Warning level.

40 CFR Part 51 Appendix L also addresses refineries with language about curtailing operations, noting that they can take
a long time to shut down.

I mentioned to Gary that inspection is one of the required elements of any emergency episode plan, but | think we might
need to talk about that further.

| can give you a call today or tomorrow, or we can talk next week.

Thanks a lot,
Panah
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Panah Stauffer

Air Division (AIR-2)

US EPA Region 9

75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
415-972-3247

From: Gary Arcemont <garremont@co.sio.caus>
Sent: Thursday, August 29, 2019 10:53 AM

To: Stauffer, Panah <Stauffer. Panah@epagov>
Subject: EEP requirement

Hi Panah-
Thank you for talking with me about the EEP requirement.

I am currently updating the current plan to address some of the issues that we talked about. | will send you a copy of the
revised version, so you can provide feedback.

Thanks again.

Gary Arcemont

Air Quality Specialist

Planning, Outreach and Grants Division

San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
3433 Roberto Court, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
(805) 781 5998 garcemoni@oo.sioca.us

From: Stauffer, Panah <Stauffer. Fanah@epa.pov>

Sent: Friday, August 9, 2019 11:02 AM

To: Gary Arcemont <garcemont@cn sip.caus>

Cc: Xy, Jin@ARB <jinxu@arb.ca.gov>; Kwong, Jenette @ARB <jgnette. hwong@arb.ca.zov>; Smith, Noah
<SRATH NOAM@EERS GOV>

Subject: RE: [EXT]FW: EEP requirement

Hi Gary,

It was great to speak with you just now. Thanks so much for talking through your process with me.

As an example, here is the language that has been used in other plans regarding inspections. It has been included in the
list of actions for the applicable Alert/Warning/Emergency levels. You can modify this language to make it more

relevant to SLO’s plan, such as by replacing “targeted facilities” with a reference to Table 3, or whatever makes sense.

“f} Conduct on-site inspection of targeted facilities to ascertain accomplishment of applicable emission control
actions;”

Thanks for explaining to me that Table 3 lists the highest NOX-emitting facilities and that SLO is a NOX-limited area. And

thanks in advance for looking into the control actions listed in Appendix L and how the actions listed in the plan can be
more specific.
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As we discussed, revising the plan might mean it has to be re-published for public notice, which probably means the plan
will be reviewed at the November board meeting. That should be fine.

| will be in next week if you want to talk about anything.

Thanks again,
Panah

Panah Stauffer

Air Division (AIR-2)

US EPA Region 9

75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
415-972-3247

From: Gary Arcemont <gorcemont@oo.sio.caus>

Sent: Friday, August 09, 2019 9:07 AM

To: Stauffer, Panah <Stauffer.Panah@epa.cov>

Cc: Xu, JiIn@ARB <jinxu@arb.ca.gov>; Kwong, Jenette @ARB <jenstte kwong@arb.ca.zov>; Smith, Noah
<SBUTH.NOAH@ERA GOV>

Subject: RE: [EXT]FW: EEP requirement

Good morning Panah,

Thank you for your email.

Would it be possible to talk today? If so, please let me know what time would work for you and what number to call.
Thank you!

Gary Arcemont

Air Quality Specialist

Planning, Outreach and Grants Division

San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
3433 Roberto Court, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
(805) 781 5998 garcemoni@oo.sioca.us

From: Stauffer, Panah <Stouffer. Fanah@epa.pov>

Sent: Thursday, August 8, 2019 4:28 PM

To: Gary Arcemont <garcemont@co sip.caus>

Cc: Xy, Jin@ARB <jinxu@arb.ca.gov>; Kwong, Jenette @ARB <jgnette. hwong@arb.ca.zov>; Smith, Noah
<EMITH.NOAH@EPAGOV>

Subject: RE: [EXT]FW: EEP requirement

Hi Gary,

My name is Panah and | work on the EPA Region 9 air planning team. It’s nice to meet you by email. Thanks very much
for your work on the SLOAPCD ozone emergency episode plan.

I have a few questions about the updated version of the plan that is online:
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e One of the comments we had on the previous version was about the requirement in 40 CFR 51.152{h}{2} for
inspection of sources. Are you planning to include that language in the new version?

e The three sources that are listed from the CARB online mapping tool on p.5- are they the three largest
stationary sources in the district?

e One of those three sources is a refinery and the other is an oil and gas development facility. Those seem
related to the sources that are listed in 40 CFR Part 51, Appendix L. (That's EPA’s template for emergency
episode plans.) Are there specific control actions for those facilities (like the ones in Appendix L) that you are
planning to include in the new version of the plan?

I’'m happy to discuss these questions further with you. | know that Jin is out next week, so we can schedule a phone call
for the week of August 19" if you're available. Please feel free to call me at the number below as well.

Thanks very much again,

Panah Stauffer

Air Division (AIR-2)

US EPA Region 9

75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
415-972-3247

From: Xy, JIn@ARB <iin.xu@arb.ca.gov>

Sent: Friday, August 02, 2019 1:46 PM

To: Stauffer, Panah <%iguffer.Panah@spa.gov>; Smith, Noah <SMITH NOAHEGERA GOYV>; Mays, Rory
<WMays RorviBens gov>

Subject: FW: [EXT]FW: EEP requirement

FY! - The SLO EEP is now posted for public comments. Thanks very much for all your help.
Jin

Hin Ky

Manager, Alr Quality Analysis Section
Afr Quality Planning and Science Division
California Alr Resources Board
fnou@arb.cagoy

(916) 327-1511

From: Gary Arcemont <garcemant@co.slo.caus>

Sent: Friday, August 2, 2019 1:39 PM

To: Kwong, Jenette@ARB <jenette kwong@arh.ca.gov>
Ce: Xu, JiIn@ARB <jin.xui@arb.ca.go>

Subject: RE: [EXT]FW: EEP requirement

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

The Plan was posted today- it is located:

hitos:/fwww slodeanairorgfrules-regulations/clean-air-plan.ph
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hitos: fwoww slocleanair.orgfarticle-details. ohp?id=48

| will post to social media too

Gary Arcemont

Air Quality Specialist

Planning, Outreach and Grants Division

San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
3433 Roberto Court, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
(805) 781 5998 garcemonifics 5i0.ca us

From: Kwong, Jenette@ARB <ignetie hwong@arb.ca pov>
Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2019 11:17 AM

To: Gary Arcemont <garcemont@cn sip.caus>

Ce: Xu, JiIn@ARB <iinxu@arb.cagov>

Subject: RE: [EXT]FW: EEP requirement

Hi Gary,
Were you able to make the edits to address EPA Region 8 commaents? Can vou please sand us a copy of the district final
document or a link 1o the wely posting?

fam going in for hand surgsry Tomorrow and | not sur how long Dwill be out, Can vou pleass include my managsr §inon
future smalls.

Jin Xy

Manager, Alr Guality Analysis Section
Alr Quality Planning and Sclencs Division
Ualifornia Alr Resourgss Board
inau@arb.oagov

(G168} 3271511

Thank you,
lenette Kwong
916-324-8480

From: Gary Arcemont <garcemont@co.slo.caus>

Sent: Friday, July 26, 2019 9:27 AM

To: Kwong, Jenette@ARB <jenstie kwong@aorb.ca.gov>
Subject: RE: [EXT]FW: EEP requirement

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

Thanks!

| already made that change — but it is good to have that confirmation — | am currently working on edits that address EPAs
comments — | hope the edits address EPAs concerns.

Thanks and have a good weekend
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Gary Arcemont

From: Kwong, Jenette @ARB <ignette kwong@arb.ca.gov>
Sent: Friday, July 26, 2019 9:24 AM

To: Gary Arcemont <garcemoni@coo.sio.caus>

Subject: [EXT]FW: EEP requirement

ATIENTION: This emall originated from outside the County's network. Use caution when opening attachments or links.

Hi Gary, | overlocked sending this to you Friday. f you haver't posted yet, it is just a change in language. Page 3

lenette Kwong
916-324-9460

Sent: Friday, July 19, 2019 2:37 PM
Subject: EEP requirement

As we discussed with EPA, an attainment area by default is not considered exempt from the EEP requirements. So, for
this sentence “Under the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), areas that (1) do not attain the federal standards for ozone,
and (2) have hourly ozone concentrations above 0.10 parts per million (ppm), are required to develop a contingency

plan..”,

Suggest to change it to “Under the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), areas that have hourly ozone concentrations
above 0.10 parts per million (ppm) are classified as Priority | Regions and required to develop a contingency plan ...”.

Please let me know if you have any comments/suggestions.
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